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TRIBUTE TO HARRY ORR 

HON. DALE E. KILDEE 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, March 2, 1999

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, it is with great 
sorrow that I inform my colleagues in the U.S. 
House of Representatives of the passing of 
my dear friend, Harry Orr. As I have men-
tioned in the past, Harry Orr was a dedicated 
and tireless volunteer of the Democratic Party, 
a committed union activist of United Auto 
Workers Local 651, and a proud member of 
the Veterans of Foreign Wars Post 4087 in 
Davison, Michigan. Due to his unceasing ef-
forts in all three of these forums, our commu-
nity is a much better place in which to live. He 
touched many people with his dedication, his 
humor, and his tenderness. 

Mr. Speaker, my feelings, and the feelings 
of many people who knew Harry, are perhaps 
best summarized in the letter I have sent his 
loving wife, Maxine. Due to the press of legis-
lative business, I am unable to attend Harry’s 
funeral, but my letter will be read at the serv-
ice.

DEAR MAXINE: I would like to express my 
sincerest sympathy to you and your family. 
I am so very sorry that I am not able to join 
you today, but extremely important legisla-
tive business involving my own committee 
requires that I be in Washington, D.C. 

I wanted to express my thoughts about a 
loyal friend, a tireless volunteer, and a great 
man who has been taken from this Earth. It 
has been said that ‘‘death ends a life, not a 
relationship,’’ and this is certainly the case 
for those who have ever come in contact 
with Harry. Harry’s desire was to help people 
in any way possible and do whatever he 
could to ensure that a positive environment 
existed throughout the community. Harry’s 
ability to make a difference was a trait that 
you share, Maxine. Harry was not just a con-
stituent or a campaign volunteer, but my 
very good friend. It is with a heavy heart 
that I write this letter today, however, it is 
also with great pride that I do so. We are all 
inspired by people like Harry, who make it 
their life’s work to improve the quality and 
dignity of life for all. I will miss Harry a 
great deal. 

Maxine, your love for Harry was so tender 
and caring, and it was an inspiration to us 
all. You enriched his life and kept him with 
us for many years he might never have had 
were it not for your loving care. 

Maxine, please know that I am with you 
today in spirit and prayer. 

Sincerely, 
DALE E. KILDEE, M.C.

Mr. Speaker, I and our community will sore-
ly miss my dear friend, Harry Orr. But his spirit 
lives on through his loving wife, Maxine, and 
his son, Harry, Jr. Our thoughts and prayers 
are with them. 
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EAST ASIA AND MISSILE DEFENSE 
SYSTEMS 

HON. DOUG BEREUTER 
OF NEBRASKA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, March 2, 1999

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, during this 
Member visit to several East Asian countries 

in January, considerable Japanese interest in 
developing a missile defense system was 
mentioned in the region’s news media as a re-
sult of the North Korean missile launch over 
Japanese territory on its course to the Pacific. 
Also noted was very substantial public discus-
sion and media coverage of the possibility of 
a missile defense system in Taiwan because 
of the Chinese missile firings in the run-up to 
the last Taiwanese presidential elections and 
because of the Chinese mainland missile 
build-up in the Taiwan Strait region. 

The following editorial from the February 20, 
1999, edition of The Economist magazine 
notes not only the impact on Japan of the 
North Korean’s provocative action and dem-
onstrated advancement of their missile devel-
opment program, it also suggests that ‘‘[w]ith 
its missile, North Korea was thumbing its nose 
as much at China as at Japan and America.’’ 
This Member has long felt that China’s influ-
ence on North Korean is generally over-esti-
mated, but certainly it has more influence on 
the isolated, paranoid North Korean regime 
than any other country. The Economist edi-
torial notes what is almost certainly true, that 
‘‘North Korea felt it could take such missile lib-
erties in part because China has stoutly op-
posed all international pressure on North 
Korea to curb its nuclear and missile activi-
ties.’’ China is complaining loudly and threat-
eningly against the possible deployment of 
missile defense systems in Japan, Korea, and 
Taiwan rather than examining its own culpa-
bility in increasing its missile threat against 
Taiwan and ignoring, to its own danger, the 
destabilizing missile and nuclear development 
programs of North Korea. The United States, 
threatened itself by the North Korean missiles 
under development, cannot ignore their threat 
to our allies, the Republic of Korea and Japan, 
nor its commitment that Taiwan not be forcibly 
placed under the control of Beijing. As The 
Economist concludes, China ‘‘has mostly itself 
to blame’’ for any new tilt in East Asia’s 
unease balance of power may have been 
caused by more Potent missile forces and the 
resultant urgent interest in American assist-
ance for missile defense systems. 

This Member urges his colleagues to read 
the entire Economist editorial on this important 
set of related developments.

[From the Economist, Feb. 20, 1999] 
CAUSING OFFENCE 

TALK ABOUT MISSILE DEFENCES IS A SYMPTOM 
OF EAST ASIA’S TENSIONS, NOT THE CAUSE 

Are America and China heading for an-
other bust-up? The ‘‘strategic dialogue’’ in-
augurated by Presidents Bill Clinton and 
Jiang Zemin has been shrilly interrupted, 
this time by Chinese concern about Amer-
ica’s discussions with Japan and others of 
possible missile defences in East Asia, and by 
American worries about Chinese missiles 
pointed at Taiwan (see page 37). The row 
threatens to sour preparations for the visit 
to America in April of China’s prime min-
ister, Zhu Rongji. Handled sensibly, the mis-
sile tiff need not produce a crisis. Yet it goes 
to the heart of what divides China from 
America and most of its Asian neighbours: 
China’s pursuit of power by at times reckless 
means. 

China may never be a global power to rival 
America. It is, however, an increasingly po-
tent regional power, with territorial scores 
to settle. It makes plain that it intends to 

recover sovereignty over Taiwan, to extend 
jurisdiction over almost all the rocks and 
reefs of the South China Sea, and ultimately 
to displace America as East Asia’s most in-
fluential power. 

Until recently, events had seemed to be 
moving China’s way. Recognising China’s ex-
treme sensitivity on the Taiwan issue, on a 
visit to China last year Mr. Clinton made 
clear that America did not support independ-
ence for the island, despite the protective 
arm America throws round it at times of 
military tension with the mainland. Mean-
while China had skilfully used the region’s 
economic turmoil to reinforce its claims in 
the South China Sea, blame rival Japan for 
not doing enough to aid regional economic 
recovery and play on sharp economic dif-
ferences between America and Japan. Hence 
China’s fury that the question of missiles 
and missile defences could blow a hole in 
these stratagems. 

The launch of a North Korean rocket over 
Japan last August reminded the Japanese of 
the importance of their alliance with Amer-
ica, and persuaded the government to set 
aside China’s objections and start discus-
sions on missile defences. Without such 
defences in a dangerous neighbourhood, 
America had worried and China had cal-
culated that pressure would eventually grow 
in Congress to pull back the 100,000 or so 
American troops in Japan and South Korea. 
China’s reaction has been all the shriller for 
knowing that any missile defences eventu-
ally deployed to protect America’s troops 
and close allies from rogue North Korean 
missiles could be used to help protect Tai-
wan from China. 

With its missile, North Korea was thumb-
ing its nose as much at China as at Japan 
and America. Yet the success of its engineers 
owes at least something to past Chinese col-
lusion. North Korea felt it could take such 
missile liberties in part because China has 
stoutly opposed all international pressure on 
North Korea to curb its nuclear and missile 
activities. 

The Taiwanese had their reminder of the 
potential value of missile defences three 
years ago, when it was China lobbing mis-
siles, these ones falling near the island’s 
shipping lanes in a crude effort to intimidate 
voters before Taiwan’s first democratic pres-
idential election. China now has snazzier 
missiles. Its belligerence drove Taiwan to 
seek better defences, not, as China would 
have it, the other way around. 

There is still time to calm tensions over 
Taiwan, and still time for the regional pow-
ers to talk over the problems raised by any 
future (limited) missile defences. Yet these 
issues give a new tilt to East Asia’s uneasy 
balance of power. If this tilt upsets China, it 
has mostly itself to blame.

f

INDIA-UNITED STATES 
MULTILATERAL TALKS 

HON. ROBERT E. ANDREWS 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, March 2, 1999

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
thank and congratulate United States Deputy 
Secretary of State Strobe Talbot and Indian 
Minister of External Affairs Jaswant Singh for 
their efforts in the most recent phase of bi-lat-
eral talks between India and the United 
States. Though the full details of the talks re-
main undisclosed, as they should, all reports 
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